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UMb.lecT : The Foriign .-.inister /) M ylf<c> &< loKO^Oj 


bate : lfc> bee 1967 


1* On 16 bee 19^7 Source and her friend had a"conference"with the 


.0 ,recro, 


ouujoct at the nis..u. un* . u-.ject way accompanied by Kid^VoiJ , retro. 

The meeting lasted fkom 19 * Oo to 2I»jJ0 hrs. It was pre-ar#ang©dt"i& 
pfinciplefi during source's visit to the Mission on 18 Oct 1967* Ettd-No vemh e r t 
.■.Hr. VETS phoned Source and asked her why she didn't come to the demonstration 
of a film and party given lately by the Mission* Source was not at home 
uad her friend explained that she could not come just for that purpose from 
Warning ton ,b.O, and bea des Source was still waiting for a meeting with 
the .Sinister* KkhVEll’S replied tuat actually the Minister was waiting for 
Source's call out he would check on that i» .ediateiy. After two days or 
so the meeting was finally fixed lor bee 16 , 1967 * 

Following is the gist of the "confer . nee". 

2 . ooui ce explained that she came to talk about two main 
points: A/ cultural afiairs in the Ukraine and duitural exchange 
between Ukraine ad emigration , «ad b/ sooe^cnari table *or rather 

"hamam.tarian afiairs in the Ukraine. 

‘••uni .arising >-ne up-to-date dcvel .-aient of cultural contacts with 
Ukraine 4 ' Source etrease* that the results were completely negative ana 
had no chances for iraprovment in the future* There were two reasons for 
tiuitf ura.i;, the cultural exchangee could develop provided the situation 
i ■ the Ukraine would change to the better, and secondly, other people than 
those who 4&ro in charge of cultural contacts in Kiev at present, would 
come to the fore. 60 far, neither has happened. The hopes engendered by the 
Congress of .«rx t ere of la ©A. koveu.ber%*re completely clashed by the eubsequen - 
events, in particular by further ar. ests and persecution of Ukrainian 
into. actuals, luck of positive conces, ions , ana ,asf, source stressed in 
particular the fact that the amnesty "liberated only a few bandits and 
thieves but left out completely U..rainin Intel actuals and po iticol 
prxsu iors " and moreover instead come the trial of OHOkNoVIL and hew 

/ i ^ :*f 
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persecutions. 

At that point-Sou. ce said- sue would like tb mention, the humanitarian 
matters she was talking about in t ue beginning* In brief, she would like 
to ask Subject to induce his government to at least release those recently 
arrested and imprisoned Ukrainian intellectuals , and in particular several iadiei 
former (.embers of Ukrainian Hed Cross with the UPA* bhe mentioned such as 
..uitoi-vna A • . nYTiiKA , -i Adi UK and oIDYK, source explained that she was doing it 
not only in her' own behalf but^ift&t ana was given those names and uskeu 
to intervene on their behalf by other Ukrainian ladies* At tfeat moment 
KKAVETS ..anted to know the patronyms of those mentioned "because there might 
be many people by such names", but source replied that oho hoped " there 
wav not thousands of political prisoners in your cainps with exactly such 
names",.. KkAVETS was rather angry about it but the minister did not react 
i. any way • .• inally Source suggested that the forthcoming anniversary 
oi ooviel Ukrainian state on lee gr*v the Soviet Government quite 

a goad oc asion to proclaim another ^sty lor Ukrainian prisoners, 
iipurce was talking for about j > 0 minutes and subject did not object or 
make any com ents* no seemed to agree -<n.tU many pants and according to 
source ,vv.o obviously upset if not moved by what he ua told, KkAVETS 
was very angry and did not conceal his displeasure* 

>• .he reply wee given by che oubjec.. Instead of answering 
source diremtly he began with denying there was a del berate ku sificatnon 
in Ukraine, It looked as though he had expected this "accusation" end 
was in advance prepared for It, In hia words, it was not just to criticise 
dov. et Ukrainian Government and the party for not doing enough for 
Ukrainisation "because we ail are as much concerned with preservation and 
development of Ukrainian language and culture as yo.. are". " We shall 
not allow that Ukrainian language and culture could vanish..." " But we 
cannot do it in such a way as SKuYfNYK has done. I personally have a very 
high esteem for Skrypngk, I like to read him but his method cannot be an lied 
nowadays, We have to do it differently, more cautiously, slower* but 
in a more solid manner,.." "But x can assure you we shall do the same only 
our approach will be different." " i'his is way we actually have rehabilitated 
dicrypnyk. . ." 


->» 


Subject continued with enumeration of '’positive changes that took place 
iu the meantime" such as tfidor usage of Ukrainian langug© by official 
people, at the universities, at schools ,etc. According to Subject all 
conferences, proceedings etc if t ,e oovi.et Ukrainian s' <overnment are now 
conducted in Ukrainian* "al.so iu private we speak now Ukrainian", 

" our correspondence is also in Ukrainian.*." 


h. As to cultural contacts , Subject was not so pessimistic 
in their evaluation as Source was. Finally , quite a few people have 

alreXy visited emigres, there was DRAC1I, Pavlychko and others, and 
it see ed to work ... At this point he was interrupted by K HA VETS 
quo said tuftt this problem belonged .to the Society for Cultural Contacts 
with Ukrainians Abroad and not to he M mister. 

-ubjoct"a deu" tuftt indeed he aid not cone "for those matters", he came 
on dii fereift matters. Source r-- pV.cd that she thought cultural contacts 
w.us^of foreign policy facets, and he cannot munqnt eschew the 
responsibility. 

o-t that moment KHAVETS started almost to shout that this problem must 
be handled only via Leviebchenko* s Soviety. 

;<n,en wource explained that Levishehenko's Society might bbe good for 
' progressives" but not for emigres , KHaVETS became even more aggressive 
• 6ho. -ting that the Society must be good for both, "progressives" and 

"naticnalishs”. 

•■abject w s rather upset and d fbidently asked why indeed tue Soeieuy 

could not maintain contacts with emigres* j&urce explained that 
"progressives" were com uniats and gust "levishchenko ' s tools", and 
emigres had nothing in con .on with them. Moreover, all those 
"progressives" are usuuliy uneducated primitive people and it seemed 

Levi.shchen o's level was just right for them but not for emigres. 

KMAVm wanted ag**n to oomffl * nt *»* Object inter-.upted him and said 
that indeed it was difficult to have :o do with uneducated people, 

K.AAVETS let him not finish , however , either* and said something to 
t ie effect t ‘ iat ^OdACH and i'AflNAVSKI were writing now to the Soviety and 

they were no primitives# Source replied that t iey both were no 
representatives of emigres but similarly like "progressives" just 
co ...-.uniat tools paid by them, dor conclusion therefore is that K^ev is 
probably not interested in contacts with emigres at all. 


•+*. 


Subject denied that tills liras uefinttely not eo, on the contrary 
they were very much interested in contacts with emigres, 

KivnVE'i'S ad. ed that there, should be .however, some sort of Society here 
abroad that would maintifcn contacts with Kiev, lie stressed it several 
times* source mentioned that «o far the riound Table Club functioned 
quite well as the forum for contacts and she saw no need for en ything clo« 
K»uiVETS was jS dr- . erent opinion 'because 'thorn nationalists let not even 
bbtuuitaky to visit them 11 * 


5. On the matter of r r 1 so n e r *• and anneal, , oubject promised to 
^ iowh into this problem and sec wnat could be done* But he could not 

■•.ncieratand why dource is Interfering with their internal problems , in List 
opinion it was no business of her. "We have our laws, our judicial 
proceedings and we act accordingly". 

source said that she was just of an opposite opinion, it was Ukrainian 
business, and as ^uch of her ^ as well* 

■ubj&cc so eased not to know much about CJILiNOVIL and K HA VETS explained to him 
< !••••. t tni;> was " a sma.is. journalistic fry out of whom the nationalists had 
wane now a great jou naiiet, writer, and who knows what, and who 

was trying to undermine the Soviet system"* " It’s the similar storv as with 

have 

doconko* Just becumse he is now with nationalists they|made out of 
an cat'.iT.iy associate, the big cuief of the whole uepartaent l" 

-he mama was with fcne ©there ( he ’*63 referring to imprisoned intellectuals) 
no one was arrested f.-r defence and usage of ... rami an language but 
for attempts to mdermiine Bov et .-ower" * "iloreover , toere were actually 
no writers ataong them* Q Y£n j.| ie foreigners hade had an opportunity to 
dhock on those matters. An editor of the London Times arrived 
m lev and wanted to have an interview about the 

? 

i uo culi cd imprieon#d writers# The people at the Union of Writers brought 
the liut of all , 80 C hundred members of the Union and asked him which one 
w et arrested because ao far us they knew everyone of them was free* 
i ' h ■ editor read the list and then asiced what about Dziuba Ivah v >f he wua one 
a i the arj teted . Then the poo le from the union phoned bziubo and he 
u.. , iverf in 10 minutes* .he -editor wanted to know whether he had been at 
loa. .c u: eotod t> o i ore and mdde of course a fool ol himself because 
Dsiuba had never been arrested**’ 


"Ot' eour-c?9 there .ad been some p«qplc arrested and sentenced but not 
xor defence of Ukrainian language or culture or any other cultural 
activity# • . fhey were punished - rue. VETS tried to put, emphasis on that - 
ior their anti- governmental, anti-Soviet activity#" 

v complained very strongly against the emigres, 

he c.ilred them ^nationalists ", "people who have no contact with 
Ukrainian real! ty" , "fcncorrectable " ."unrealistic" aso# " I talk wit.:, 
tfeny of them* uiao quite often with b anderivt si , and they are all the 
iiuue. Jelie^S^ some time I have to control myself not to punch their 
noses.#." At this point .ource interrupted him by saying to the Subjoat 
that sue •...*» simply outraged by "that kind of diplomatic behaviour 
presented by tuis young oaky he per of his". Source tried to tone down 
ki\.iVfci . S ...nu the latter indeed be.-.an to retreat by pouring out a series 
of • 


7* It came to another “skirmish" with KmhVETS wnon 
So UJCt attacked uiev for trie Seven the . nth Volume of Soviet Ukrainian 
Encyclopedia culling it a trash, . ource also complained about non - 
moilt lance of various books to the soviet Ukraine. AHA VETS protested 
that tnio was rot true , he was not aware of such "practice". Pressed 
on this matter ASA VETS became very angry and started almost to shout } 

" becudip you snould send all the books to Levishchenko , and when they 
in the .w>uoclucion read it and fund it s.u.. tLun they will be admitted'* 
"Yes, indeed, they will read these books with magnifying glass and they 
will do right, 1 would do exr.c ly the came"- he continued • Source 
inter, upted him by saying th t she could easily imagine what books could 
be admitted to the soviet Union if indeed Levisbchenico wjj the one to 
censor '...'.cm "... subject interfered them with Kravets and switched to 
another topic, source ,how- vor, re tv. nod to the old topic again and 
said that she really was shocked by learning from a Ukrainian diplomat 
that books should not be ...ent to the Academy of Sciences but first 
10 Levishcmcmko a ,foi censure. »» 
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ouij je, t felt very ember as _c-d ascot kravets anu wuea Source 
mentioned as an example of eventual cultuj al exchange photocopying of 
:;oH&j> Vl^ t 8i'l8fi r ea for the Institute of uj yn^ky n Philadelphia, 
he sa u that inuedb this w is an interesting idea provided the 
institute would abbta reciprocate. KaAVt.TS , however, interrupted 
him at once and said something to the efict that those matters should 
t>e first chocked, prop ly considered aso, hen he started again to 
complain aruiaat the emigres^ reproaching them mainly . or "slanderous 
activities against the soviet Ukraine". In Source's- opinion the 
implication was quite obvious, "wo are not going to give you any 
historical materials that could be only harmful to us". 

o. Acco ding to dub jet t there were no plans to establish separate 
uK.rdj.;;ian diplomatic representations abroad. Instead there will be 
'individual representatives" indue evex’y Soviet imbas.^y wnereever it 
will be required by "eircumafancee". 

f. >u ject and Ki VE 6 ..eve interested in Source's reaear ch 
on Ukrainian flairs of 191B-11 and the former sug eoted that Source 
should make available those materials to the Academy of Sciences 
in Kick ,soitc time in the future and let it not fall "into any other 
hands" . i’hey would be willing to publish Source in the Ukraine if 
'-ue would agree to. Source asked whether it meant tnat Leviahciienkos 
would have first to censor it. .'.ravets "jumped in" nd half jokingly 
half angrily re-pled, " Yea , every word would have to be in proper 
lorm". Subject wan not hue y about Kravets'n reply and added that 
they would publish even i wouldn't bo^.s his colleague had said. 

10. source mentioned .Ivan YAiclkKO of i-'hiladelpnia and ac^cu whether 
- u. jecl could help him anything with his busines., "Yevsaan hilia". 

She al -jo was surp rised to learn that Yaremko was not given now a Soviet 
visa. ..■ot ., subject and travels did not arts.-. , r directly, only that 
YAjs u nv, 1 ioulu go thr ough propci- c.ionnelo, e.il .oscow. liiuiVETS 
said so iuo thing to the e ret that the man talking with YAallLKO in 
was. • ngt on,d.^» ( Shevchenko ..erg'ei V , too ) was v.k. a a d was not 
a Jew as Source or .a, her Jtaremko sugested. oesiueo, it don't matter 
anyway . 




11. Ac ording to dubject tiu post of the chairman of the Association 

ior cultural Contacts with Foreign Co ntries { formerly headed by 

Kolos ova kafceryna) is still vacant, hole SsOVA has been appointed ^ to 

a Vicorainister of education. 1‘ais was not exactly a demotion "since 

meant/ 

"UTder people are simply making room fur younger generation"* 

1. . subject agreed with -Source that it would be quite useful to 
discus., all those pertinent problems’’ &:.so ..ilii other people in emigration 

and he wouldn't mind doing it . Source 'mentioned ttdkt'iin the pint 

tnere were such meetings arranged for PALAMA/JC . 1UK ,for instance, but 
m hex' house, subject became at once . somewhat stiff and replied that 

V. 

he could speak only at the rliusim. Then he adaod that "others could have 
risked it but not me". ’|aa not joiog to do that". 

Ip. buoject uenied that the decisions and stipulations of the 
Fifth Congress of Ukrainian Writers of November 1966 "remained on 
paper". In his opinion, many plane are being implemented , and " I can 
assure you that the CC in Kiev is thinking all the time about them". 

lA, When source was tal/.ing about the restoration of Ukrainian 
Catholic Churcn in West ultra me and complained that the Goviet Govemtaant 
had ruined not only Ukrainian Catholic but Orthodox church as well, 

Subject did not ueny but rather nodded with hia head that indeed it whs 
.oatcr on uis replies, he did not touch Luis topic* 

15# Subject told Source that he was leaving IhoEpe oa ZO Doc 19o?* 

16* KiUtVEiS said that he knew "quite we!.-" Frol# FiSIIliix of Columbia* 

He himself was working on his f ‘ Technical Dcvelc.; uitmt and Its 

Impact on Sociology" • KAAVE T3 has already coiected ail the necessary 
material# but had no time to finish zho writing • 


- 8 - 

17. According- to -Source ,oubject felt ratuer awkward all the time 
and particularly -as upset and embarrass eci by KkaYETS ' & behaviour* 
he Wcvo very tease, blushed, aad tri^tFcMol the situation* But it 
-as obvious that A.ulVETS and not Subject was the one who culxOd the tune 
on emigre mat era. ubject tried to moderate Kraiteie's "intransigence" by 
being more unuer .landing, and concerned with “higher matters". Be seemed 
to be a meliow, "com .on sense* sum* but definitely neither orillianll nor 
witty* 

Subject saw source to the main door nd several times apologized for 
"anything that was not right". Kit A VET 3 joined in that and gave Bouro© 
two invitations to the party given by BhevShenko a: the i-iisaion on 22 Dec 
19t>7 on occasion of the 5<5th annovoreary of the Ukr 33H. 

According to source the appointment must have been a real texture for 
subject judging by his attitude and by " the very bad breath he had at the 
end of conversation!!. 

iUtAVEfS acted all the time like a "real stinker" attacking emigres* 
deny ing -wurce's arguments, aso. 



